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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 35 and 66-72 objected to because of the following informalities: they all 
include the word "manger" which appears to just be a misspelling of the word manager. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-5, 8-12, 14-18, 20, 22-26, 29-41, 52-62, 64, and 66-76 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Stevens. 

4. Regarding claims 1 , 22, 35, and 66-76, Stevens teaches a system for logging 
data in a network including a data client and a data manager with means for: 

a. Sending a command from the data client to the data manager over a 
network connection (page 12). 

b. Processing the command by the data manager (page 12). 

c. Sending a response to the command from the data manager to the 
data client (page 12). 

Please note that some of the independent claims refer to only the client, some 
refer only to the manager (server), and some refer to both. The reference anticipates all 
the independent claims and the rejection above encompasses all the limitations of all 
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the independent claims. Also note that a digital signal processor and memory are 
inherent in the server implementation. 

5. Regarding claims 2, 23 and 36, Stevens teaches all the limitations as applied to 
claims 1 , 22, and 35, respectively. He further teaches means wherein the command is 
to keep the network connection alive (pages 332-333). 

6. Regarding claims 3, 24, and 37, Stevens teaches all the limitations as applied to 
claims 1 , 22, and 35, respectively. He further teaches means wherein the command is 
to keep the network connection closed (page 233). 

7. Regarding claims 4, 25, 38, and 39, Stevens teaches all the limitations as applied 
to claims 1 , 22, 35, and 35, respectively. He further teaches means wherein the 
command is to provide a list of data types (page 34, figure 3.1 , TOS). 

8. Regarding claims 5, 26, 40, and 41 , Stevens teaches all the limitations as applied 
to claims 1 , 22, 35, and 35, respectively. He further teaches means wherein the 
command is for information on a version of a protocol (page 34, figure 3.1 , 4-bit 
version). 

9. Regarding claims 8, 29, and 52, Stevens teaches all the limitations as applied to 
claims 1 , 22, and 35, respectively. He further teaches means wherein the command is 
for providing a buffered data (page 12, page 34, figure 3.1, data). 

10. Regarding claims 9, 30, and 53, Stevens teaches all the limitations as applied to 
claims 1 , 22, and 35, respectively. He further teaches means wherein the command is 
to stop logging data (page 233). 
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1 1 . Regarding claims 10, 31 , and 54, Stevens teaches all the limitations as applied to 
claims 1 , 22, and 35, respectively. He further teaches means wherein the command is 
to start logging data (pages 332-333). 

12. Regarding claims 1 1 , 32, and 55, Stevens teaches all the limitations as applied to 
claims 1 , 22, and 35, respectively. He further teaches means wherein the command is 
to provide status of the data manager (page 469). 

13. Regarding claims 12 and 56, Stevens teaches all the limitations as applied to 
claims 1 1 and 55, respectively. He further teaches means wherein the providing the 
status includes providing an address of the data manager in the network (page 469; 
page 34, figure 3.1, IP Source Address). 

14. Regarding claims 14 and 58, Stevens teaches all the limitations as applied to 
claims 1 1 and 55. He further teaches means wherein the providing the status includes 
providing a data delivery type (page 34, figure 3.1 , TOS). 

15. Regarding claims 15 and 59, Stevens teaches all the limitations as applied to 
claims 14 and 58, respectively. He further teaches means wherein the data delivery 
type includes streamed data delivery type (page 34, figure 3.1, TOS). 

16. Regarding claims 16 and 60, Stevens teaches all the limitations as applied to 
claims 14 and 58, respectively. He further teaches means wherein the data delivery 
type includes buffered data delivery type (page 34, figure 3.1 , TOS). 

17. Regarding claims 17, 33, and 61 , Stevens teaches all the limitations as applied to 
claims 1 , 22, and 35. He further teaches means wherein the command is to provide 
time in the data manager (page 34, figure 3.1 , TTL). 
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18. Regarding claims 18, 34, and 62, Stevens teaches all the limitations as applied to 
claims 1, 22, and 35, respectively. He further teaches means wherein the command is 
to provide unit information of a data (page 34, figure 3.1 , data). 

19. Regarding claims 20 and 64, Steven teaches all the limitations as applied to 
claims 1 and 35, respectively. He further teaches wherein the processor is configured 
to accept the command (page 12). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

20. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

21 . Claims 6, 7, 27, 28, and 42-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Stevens in view of Galloway et al. (USPN 6,378,004). 

22. Regarding claims 6, 27, and 42, although the system disclosed by Stevens (as 
applied to claims 1 , 22, and 35) shows substantial features of the claimed invention, it 
fails to disclose means wherein the command is to register a new data client. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and it would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Stevens as evidenced by Galloway et 
al. (USPN 6,378,004). 

In an analogous art, Galloway et al. (USPN 6,378,004) discloses a system for 
data management processing commands wherein the command is to register a new 
data client (figure 3, element 50). 
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Given the teaching of Galloway et al. (USPN 6,378,004), a person having 
ordinary skill in the art would have readily recognized the desirability and advantages of 
modifying the system of Stevens by employing commands for registering a client. This 
benefits the system by allowing new clients to begin logging data in the network. 

23. Regarding claims 7, 28, and 51 , although the system disclosed by Stevens (as 
applied to claims 1, 22, and 35) shows substantial features of the claimed invention, it 
fails to disclose means wherein the command is to unregister a data client. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and it would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Stevens as evidenced by Galloway et 
al. (USPN 6,378,004). 

In an analogous art, Galloway et al. (USPN 6,378,004) discloses a system for 
data management processing commands wherein the command is to unregister a data 
client (figure 7; figure 8). 

Given the teaching of Galloway et al. (USPN 6,378,004), a person having 
ordinary skill in the art would have readily recognized the desirability and advantages of 
modifying the system of Stevens by employing commands for unregistering a client. 
This benefits the system by allowing clients to stop logging data using the data 
manager. 

24. Regarding claim 43, although the system disclosed by Stevens (as applied to 
claim 42) shows substantial features of the claimed invention, it fails to disclose means 
for providing a new address for the new client. 
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Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and it would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Stevens. 

A person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily recognized the 
desirability and advantages of modifying the system of Stevens by allowing for the 
provision of an address to a new client. This benefits the system by allowing the data 
manager to integrate an incoming client and control it's location (IP address) 
information. 

25. Regarding claim 44, Stevens teaches all the limitations as applied to claim 42. 
He further teaches means for providing a data type for the new client (page 34, figure 
3.1, TOS). 

26. Regarding claim 45, Stevens teaches all the limitations as applied to claim 42. 
He further teaches means for providing a data delivery type for the new client (page 34, 
figure 3.1, TOS). 

27. Regarding claim 46, Stevens teaches all the limitations as applied to claim 45. 
He further teaches means wherein the data delivery type includes streamed data 
delivery type (page 34, figure 3.1 , TOS, data). 

28. Regarding claim 47, Stevens teaches all the limitations as applied to claim 45. 
He further teaches means wherein the data delivery type includes buffered data delivery 
type (page 34, figure 3.1 , TOS, data). 

29. Regarding claim 48, Stevens teaches all the limitations as applied to claim 42. 
He further teaches means for providing a data format for the new client (page 34, figure 
3.1, TOS, data). 
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30. Regarding claim 49, although the system disclosed by Stevens (as applied to 
claim 42) shows substantial features of the claimed invention, it fails to disclose means 
for providing a data-sampling rate for the new client. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and it would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Stevens. 

A person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily recognized the 
desirability and advantages of modifying the system of Stevens by providing a data- 
sampling rate to the new client. This benefits the system by allowing the manager to 
limit the speed at which clients request data. 

31. Regarding claim 50, although the system disclosed by Stevens (as applied to 
claim 42) shows substantial features of the claimed invention, it fails to disclose means 
for providing a condition for logging data to the new client. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and it would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Stevens. 

A person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily recognized the 
desirability and advantages of modifying the system of Stevens by providing a condition 
for logging data to the client. This benefits the system by allowing the data manager to 
predict usage and apply priority levels to different data clients. 

32. Claims 13 and 57 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Stevens in view of Sordi (USPN 6,725,266). 
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33. Regarding claims 13 and 57, although the system disclosed by Stevens (as 
applied to claims 1 1 and 55, respectively) shows substantial features of the claimed 
invention, it fails to disclose means for indicating availability of the data manager. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and it would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Stevens as evidenced by Sordi (USPN 
6,725,266). 

In an analogous art, Sordi (USPN 6,725,266) discloses a system for data 
management with means for indicating availability of the data manager (figure 2; 
abstract; column 2, lines 26-28). 

Given the teaching of Sordi (USPN 6,725,266), a person having ordinary skill in 
the art would have readily recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying the 
system of Stevens by allowing for the indication of availability of the data manager. This 
benefits the system by allowing clients to determine if the services for logging are in 
operation at any given time. 

34. Claims 19 and 63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Stevens in view of Kennelly et al. (USPN 6,754,702). 

35. Regarding claims 19 and 63, although the system disclosed by Stevens (as 
applied to claims 1 and 35) shows substantial features of the claimed invention, it fails 
to disclose means for indicating an error condition. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and it would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Stevens as evidenced by Kennelly et 
al. (USPN 6,754,702). 
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In an analogous art, Kennelly et al. (USPN 6,754,702) discloses a system for 
data management with means for indicating an error condition (column 11, lines 52-65). 

Given the teaching of Kennelly et al. (USPN 6,754,702), a person having 
ordinary skill in the art would have readily recognized the desirability and advantages of 
modifying the system of Stevens by allowing the data manager to indicate an error 
condition. This benefits the system by allowing clients to know when the data manager 
will not be performing its functions or when a specific request has been a failure. 

36. Claims 21 and 65 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Stevens in view of Porter et al. (USPN 6,801 ,61 7). 

37. Regarding claims 21 and 65, although the system disclosed by Stevens (as 
applied to claims 1 and 35, respectively) shows substantial features of the claimed 
invention, it fails to disclose means for declining the command. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and it would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Stevens as evidenced by Porter et al. 
(USPN 6,801,617). 

In an analogous art, Porter et al. (USPN 6,801,617) discloses a system for data 
management and responding to commands with means for declining the command 
(column 7, lines 21-39). 

Given the teaching of Porter et al. (USPN 6,801,617), a person having ordinary 
skill in the art would have readily recognized the desirability and advantages of 
modifying the system of Stevens by allowing the data manager to decline commands. 
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This allows the data manager to prioritize requests and avoid overloading or system 
slowdowns. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin Parton whose telephone number is (571 )272- 
3958. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00AM - 4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenton Burgess can be reached on (571)272-3949. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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